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REMARKS : 

In the outstanding Office Action, claims 1-4 were rejected. Claims 1, 3 and 4 are 
amended for clarification. No new matter has been added. Thus, claims 1-4 are pending and 
under consideration. The rejection is traversed below. 

REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. S102(b) : 

In the outstanding Office Action, claims 1-4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,550,671 ('671). 

'671 discusses producing a phase-conjugated signal where input pulses that are fed into 
a laser cavity and signals having an inverted spectral waveform in comparison to the input 
pulses are output. 

The present invention is directed to an optical demultiplexer that reflects light having a 
specified wavelength such that the light having the specified wavelength passes through a 
filtering or a reflecting device. 

The Examiner seems to compare the "first reflecting and transmitting filter" recited in 
claim 1 with one of a pair of fiber Bragg gratings (element 14 in FIG. 1 of '671) defining a laser 
cavity in '671 (see, FIG. 1 and corresponding text of '671). However, in '671, a laser can be 
composed of a rare-earth doped fiber, a laser cavity defined by a pair of fiber Bragg gratings (13 
and 14) and a pumping source (see, column 2, lines 30-32 of 4 671). A coupler supplies input 
optical signals to the laser, a coupler-reflector arrangement reflects pump radiation back through 
the rare-earth doped fiber (see, column 2, lines 32-36 of '671), and isolators are provided to 
prevent reflection back into the input source and the laser cavity (see, column 2, lines 40-43 of 
'671 ). 

In contrast, as recited in amended independent claim 1 , the first reflecting and 
transmitting device reflects light having a specified wavelength and transmits light having a 
wavelength other than the specified wavelength so as to demultiplex the wavelength light from 
the multiplexed light, where "the light having the specified wavelength is reflected through the 
first reflecting and transmitting device such that the light having the specified wavelength passes 
through the dispersion compensator a plurality of times". The '671 system does not teach or 
suggest, an optical demultiplexer where light having a specified wavelength is "reflected through 
the first reflecting and transmitting device such that the light having the specified wavelength 
passes through the dispersion compensator a plurality of times", as recited in claim 1. 
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Independent claims 3 and 4 respectively recite, an optical filter and a filtering unit^to 



reflect light having a specified wavelength, "said light having the specified wavelength being 
reflected through the optical filter (the filtering unit in claim 4) to pass through the dispersion 
compensator". The '671 system does not teach or suggest, an optical filter or a filtering unit to 
reflect light having a specified wavelength, "said the light having the specified wavelength being 
reflected through the optical filter (the filtering unit in claim 4) to pass through the dispersion 
compensator", as recited in claims 3 and 4. 

It is submitted that the independent claims are patentable over '671. 

For at least the above-mentioned reasons, dependent claim 2 dependent on claim 1 is 
patentably distinguishable over '671 . The dependent claim 2 is also independently patentable. 
As recited in claim 2, "the first reflecting and transmitting device reflects light having a plurality of 
specified wavelengths and transmits light having wavelengths other than the plurality of 
specified wavelengths". The '671 system does not teach or suggest, "a first reflecting and 
transmitting device that reflects light having a plurality of specified wavelengths and transmits 
light having wavelengths other than the plurality of specified wavelengths", as recited in claim 2. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection is overcome. 

III. CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarks, it is respectfully submitted that each of the claims 
patentably distinguishes over the prior art, and therefore defines allowable subject matter. A 
prompt and favorable reconsideration of the rejection along with an indication of allowability of all 
pending claims are therefore respectfully requested. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 



Respectfully submitted, 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 
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